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Claim Objections 

1. Claims 2, 34, 37 recite "the part of a message recipient". There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

2. Claim 8 recites "the play of messages". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation in the claim. Claim 1 claims "playing each received message". Claim 1 did not claim 
play of a plurality of messages . 

3. Claim 9 recites "said other messages". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation in the claim. Claim 1 claims "playing each received message". Claim 1 did not claim 
play of a plurality of messages . 

4. Claims 10, 1 1 recite "said selected other message". There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for this limitation in the claim. Claim 1 claims "playing each received message". 

5. Claim 1 5 recites "said clock time". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation in the claim. 

6. Claim 21 recites "the corresponding provided message time". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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7. Claims 23, 25 recite "the identity". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation in the claim. 

8. Claim 28 recites "the receipt", "the interaction", "the playback". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

9. Claim 37 recites "the addition", "the time said message is played". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

10. Claim 38 recites "the time of said message storage". There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

1 1 . Claim 39 recites "said associated playing time". There is insufficient antecedent basis for 
this limitation in the claim. 

12. Claims 45, 46 recite "said messages". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation in the claim. 

13. Claims 48 recites "the time said message is created". There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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14. Claims 50 recites "the attributes". There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation in the claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

1 5. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. The phrase "the part of a message recipient" is not clearly defined. It is unclear which 
part of the recipient is referred by the claimed limitation. 

16. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. The phrase "received ones of said messages" is not clearly defined. It is unclear the 
claimed "received ones" refers to "messages", "instructions", or others. 

17. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. The phrase "said sensors are selected from the list of temperature, time, intemet. 
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calendar, GPS". The temperature, time, and calendar are number representations of temperature, 
time, and date. The internet is either a protocol or a network. The GPS is a number representation 
of position. It is unclear how these number representations having a sensing function. 

18. Claims 17, 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. The phrase "means for converting any played message to s format controlled by 
said messaging system". It is unclear the claimed "controlled by" refers 

"converting controlled by" or "played message controlled by" or "a format controlled by" 

or others. 

19. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. The phrase "at least partially based on information obtained at said message 
playing time". It is unclear the claimed "at least partially based on information obtained at said 
message playing time" refers to "downloading" or "the identity". Also, it is unclear how a 
message playing time can be downloaded together with the identity at the time the message is 
played. 

20. Claim 31 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. The phrase "at least partially based on information obtained at said message 
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playing time". It is unclear the claimed "said playback is to said message sender". The Examiner 
cannot understand this claimed limitation. 

21. Claim 32 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. The phrase "still video". It is unclear the claimed "still video" refers to a "still 
picture" or "a paused video". 

Also, the phrase "video converted from audio". It is unclear how audio can be converted from 
video. 

22. Claim 33 is rejected xmder 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. The phrase "repeat times" (line 2-3). It is unclear the claimed "repeat times" refers 
to different time schedule (for example, 2:30 pm, 9:40 am) or quantity of times (for example, one 
time, two times). 

Also, the phrase "open mike times". It is unclear what is the definition of such limitation. 
Also, the phrase "identity of data to obtained". The Examiner cannot understand such limitation. 

23. Claim 38 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. The phrase "a times" (line 2). It is xmclear what is "a times". 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/727, 1 77 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2645 

24. Claim 44 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. The phrase "at the time each said message is played" (line 7-8). It is unclear what 
is referred by this limitation. 

25. Claim 48 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. The phrase "when at least a portion of said message is based on status information 
provided at the time said message is played" (line 7-8). It is unclear what is referred by this 
limitation. 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

The following shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and 
process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any 
person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make 
and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out 
his invention. 
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26. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as containing subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 
The phrase "a clock for playing each received message" is not disclosed by the specification. The 
specification, for example, on item 10 Fig.l, a unit for displaying or playing the message. The 
clock itself does not play the message. 

27. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as containing subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

The phrase "selection of said selected other message is controlled by information received by 

a message sender" is not disclosed by the specification. The specification, on section [0034], the 
message is controlled by information received from the sender. 

28. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as containing subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 
The phrase "additional message playing times for each said message" is not disclosed by the 
specification. Nowhere in the specification discloses that each message is provided with multiple 
times for playing. 
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29, Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as containing subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 
The phrase "downloading together with said message playing time at least part of a message to 
be played" is not disclosed by the specification. Nowhere in the specification discloses 
downloading the message playing time together with at least part of a message. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by another who 
has ftilfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before the invention 
thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 1999 
(AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments Act of 2002 
do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly from an 
intemational application filed before November 29, 2000. Therefore, the prior art date of the 
reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the AIPA (pre- AIPA 
35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 
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30. Claims 1-5, 8-34, 36, 37, 39-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Wood et al (US: 6816703). 

For claims 1,19, 28, 44, 47, Wood et al teach on colunm 3 line 61-63, a memory for 
storing personalized information (claimed "messages") for playing at a predetermined time. 

Wood et al teach on column 15 line 39-40, alarm clock for playing the personalized 
information. 

Regarding claims 2, 34, Wood et al teach on column 3 line 63-67, the alarm sounds when 
the user is sleeping. Therefore, the message recipient did not perform any action for playing the 
message. 

Regarding claim 3, see column 4 line 3. 
Regarding claim 4, see column 7 line 39-41 . 
Regarding claim 5, see column 7 line 37-41. 
Regarding claim 8, see column 2 line 28, a processor. 

Wood et al teach on column 3 line 26-39, the retrieved message is not played. Instead, a 
customized message is presented based on the profile. 
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Regarding claim 9, the profile is the claimed "information available at the time a received 
message is played". 

Regarding claim 10, Wood et al teach on column 4 line 65 to column 5 line 24, reminder 
message. The sender and the recipient are the same person. The profile is created by the user 
(sender/recipient). The customized message (claimed "selected other message") is controlled by 
information received from the sender. 

Regarding claims 1 1, 12, 30, 31, 41, Wood et al teach on column 3 line 25-39, the server 
computer retrieve and arrange personalized information and send it to the client computer via 
intemet. The internet is the claimed "sensor". 

Regarding claim 13, Wood et al teach on column 3 line 37-39, a message is played 
continuously for a period of time. 

Regarding claim 14, different messages must be stored at different memories (reads on 
claimed "messages are received by a plurality of memories"). Wood et al teach on column 10 
line 22-24, different messages for different users. 

Regarding claims 15, 26, 29, 36, 39, 42, 49, 50, Wood et al teach on colunm 4 line 3-9, 
depress a button to turn the alarm off (reads on claimed "override control for playing"). 
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Regarding claims 16, 46, messages are stored at the server for downloading. 
Regarding claims 17, 43, see column 8 line 22-25. 

Regarding claims 18, 27, see column 5 line 1-24, the reminder is played at the recipient 
specific time category. 

Regarding claim 20, see column 4 line 7-9, the same alarm message is played at different 
time (claimed "additional message playing times") when the user neglects to tum off the alarm 
message. 

Regarding claim 21, see column 5 line 1-2. Reminders messages (different messages) for 
holidays, birthdays, anniversaries, meetings (different playing times). 

Regarding claims 22, 24, Wood et al teach on colunm 3 line 26-28, personalized 
information are downloaded to the client computer via internet. Wood et al teach on colunm 4 
line 65 to colunm 5 line 23, personalized information includes schedule (claimed "playing time") 
and message to be played. 

Regarding claims 23, 25, Wood et al teach on column 7 line 8-23, the personal profile 
includes user preferences including subjects (claimed "identity"). 
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Regarding claim 32, see colunm 7 line 35-41. 

Regarding claim 33, Wood et al teach on column 5 line 9-12, designating only a day 
(claimed "duration of playback time"). 

Regarding claim 37, all rejections as, stated in claims 1 and 8 above apply. 

Regarding claim 40, see column 5 line 9-12. 

Regarding claim 45, see column 1 1 line 10-17. 

Regarding claim 48, see column 9 line 24-27.the inserted scores of team 1 and team 2 are 
not available at the time the pre-recorded audio portion is created. 

Regarding claim 51, see column 1 1 line 1-23. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
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having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

31. . Claims 6, 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wood et al 
as applied to claim 1 above. 

Wood et al failed to teach "message contains a call-back number". However, the message 
content is a "Decide Choice". 

Wood et al teach on colunm 2 line 37, transceivers (claimed "transmitter"). 

Regarding "a response to a played message". Wood et al teach on column 8 line 50-65, 
the user could log in and talk to other users via on-line chat. Whether the chat is a response to a 
played message is a "Decide Choice" depending on the content of played message and the 
content of on-line chat. Further, "Office Notice" is taken that using on-line chat to respond to a 
message is old and well known to one skilled in the art. 

Wood et al teach on column 8 line 41-49, devices for input of the on-line chat (claimed 
"response"). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled at the time the invention was made to modify 
Wood et al to have the "message contains a call-back number" and "a response to a played 
message" such that the modified system of Wood et al would be able to support the system users 
a convenient means of responding to the received messages. 

32. Claims 7, 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wood et al 
as applied to claim 1 above. 

Wood et al failed to teach "controlled play time is a plurality of different times". 
However, the time to play the message is a "Decide Choice". Further, "Official Notice" is taken 
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that setting different time for playing messages as alarms is old and well known to one skilled in 
the art. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled at the time the invention was made to modify 
Wood et al to have the "controlled play time is a plurality of different times" such that the 
modified system of Wood et al would be able to support the system users flexibilities of setting 
different time for playing the messages. 



Conclusion 

33. The prior art made of record and not replied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

• Smith et al (US: 6463462) teach automated system and method for delivery of 
messages and processing of message responses 

34. Any inquiry concerning this application and office action should be directed to the 
examiner Ming Chow whose telephone number is (703) 305-4817. The examiner can normally 
be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:30 am to 5 pm. If attempts to reach the examiner 
by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Fan Tsang, can be reached on (703) 
305-4895. Any inquiry of a general mature or relating to the status of this application or 
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proceeding should be directed to the Customer Service whose telephone number is (703) 306- 
0377. Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Or faxed to Central FAX Number 703-872-9306. 



Patent Examiner 




Art Unit 2645 



SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER ?flno 



Ming Chow 




